
October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that li m i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flaq technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 



Saturday, October 18 2003 

C.ommissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commlssioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record T V  to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relatwe: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mohammed Samji 
1 Microsoft Way, redmond, wa. 
Redmond, WA 98052 



Saturday, October 18 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communicabons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition w11 be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addihon, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipent of content - 1 can modi&, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an emal clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexlbility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Cox 
42991 Golf View Drive 
Chantilly, VA 20152 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would he bad for  innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functxonality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Thomas Sanderson 
403 Coventry Lane 
East Greenbush. NY 12061 
USA 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Comrmssioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
Concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchng to and 
buying digital television equipment. That bansition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device In my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am v e v  concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small pece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an emad clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag Seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reasan do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
eqlupment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer eqmpment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Geoffrey Meissner 
4321 Collins Court, #1 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Commissioner Michael J ,  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siiicerely, 

Chris Ramseyer 
4371 Atlanta Ave 
Indianapolis, IN 46241 



Saturday, October 18 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPA4 and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an emall clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Larry D Carl 
2510 Carriage Creek Court 
Midlothian, VA 23112 



Octobn 17,2003 

Conimissioner Michael I Copps 
Feded Communications Commission 
445 12th S t r c q  NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dew Michnel Copps. 

I am w i t k g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"braadcart flag" techdoey for digital teleuirion As a co~umer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  dghtu. and the ultimate adoption of DTY 

.A robust. competitive market for collwnar elecaonicn must be rooted in manufacturm' ability to innovate for their customers AUo- 
movie studios to vetn features of DTV-reception equipment will ennble the studioB to tell technolngh what new productu they can 
create ma will result in products hat don% necenPrily reflect w b t  connunen !&e me a d y  want, and it could rcnrlt in me being 
charged more money for inferior h c t i o d l y  

If the FCC isrues a brondcait flng mandnte. I would a d y  bs h i s  likely to make an invertment in DTV-capable receivers md othm 
equipment I will not pay more for  device^ thnt limit my dghb nt the bchemt of Hdywood. F'~GMC do not mandate broadcart @ 
t ech logy  for digital televikn ?hank yon for y o u  time 

Sincerely, 

Richard Coleman 
44 JeffmonSt 
Bangor, ME 04401 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrmrsroner Uchael J. Coppr 
Federal Commumcabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for chgxtll 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strondy that such a policy would be bnd for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulttmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuuve market for consumer electtonics must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty  to movate  for 
t hm customers. Allowing mome stu&os to veto feature9 of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rhldos to 
tell technologsts whnt new products they can create. 'This d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually WM~, and it could result m me bemg charged more money for mfenor 
fuuncuonahty. 

If the FCC issues a brodcnst flng mandnte, I would actually be less kkely to mnke an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for deaccs that h t  my nghts at the  behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd tclmnon. Thank you for your bmc. 

Sincerely, 

Wchael McDonald 
307 Buenn Vista 
Albuquerque, NM 87106 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' abillty to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment w i l l  enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Si ncerel y 

Joshua Price 
2 8 3 4 5  Suburban Dr 
Warren. MI 48088 
USA 
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Octoba 17,2003 

Commismner Michael J Coppi 
Federal Communication# Commission 
445 12th s t n e t  Nw 
WMhhgtq D C 20554 

Dear Michae! Coppi, 

1 am wrihg  to voice my ~ p p o l i t i ~  to MY FCC-mandated adoptim of "bmadcP.t tla# technology for digitnl television Al a c m u  
and citirrn. I teal trongly that mch a policy would ba bd fcu h v n t i ~  connunsr ti+. and tho ultimate hoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for conmunor &ctmnicn mwt be rooted in manufacblrm' ddlily to innovote for thair cuntomm ~UIowirq 
movie studios to veto featurei of DTWreccph  equipment arul enable the Mdbi to tcll technologirtr whit new productl they can 
create Thb wiU r e d  in product, that dm't ncceminrily rcflcct what c m m  liLe me nctunlly wons nnd it could rcd t  in me b d q  
chnrged more money fm inferior functionnlity 

If the FCC hmeo a broadcut i h g  mendate. I would nctuauy bo lei0 Wrely to makn an invertmmt in DTV-capable receivm and o h  
equipment I will not pay more for devicei that limit my +b at the behen of H d p o o d  Pleue do not mandate luodcart  flag 
technology for digitnl telcvidon ThnnL you for your time 

sincerely, 

jeff benoit 
31Oshmclrd 
Loo Angelem, CA 90048 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Conns 
Federal Communications Comyission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Peter Willis 
2698 Center Court 
Weston. FL 3 3 3 3 2  
USA 

Drive 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to mice my opposnlon to any FCC-mandoted adoptlon d "broadcast nag" technology for dlghl  televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bsd for Innmtlon. consumer rlghh. and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, cornpetttke market for consumer electronks must be rooted in manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
curtomers Allowing mwle studkm to veto feeturea d DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll ennble the rtudlas to tell technologlsb 
what new pradueh they can create This will result In productr that don't necessarily reflect what consumera ~lke me 
actually want, and P could result In me bclng charged more money (or Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le88 llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehra 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more (or devlces that llmlt my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl televlsian Thank you for your tlma 

Slncerely. 

Joseph Hall 
1501 Plnk Cherokee Court 
Apex, NC 27502 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michael 1 Copps 
Federal Communication# Commisiion 
445 L2thstreet.NW 
Wa~hrngto& D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

I nm writkg to voice my oppomtion to m y  FCCrmMdpted PdDptiDn of "brohamt flag techdoay for dieitpl televiriDm A l p  c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel &ongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatiw conaumm ri&. and tha ultimate adoption of ryrV 

A robust, competitive mnrket for cmwumer electronion mud bs rooted in manufactum' ability to innovate for their mutoman f l o w i n g  
movie #tudioS to veto feature8 of DN-reception quipmat wil l  enable the rmdioi to tell tcchdogllts w h t  new product8 they can 
create Thi, will r e d  in products that don7 necenarily reflect what c o n m m  like me s a y  wnnt, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior M o n n l i t y  

If the FCC i s m s  0 tuondcamt flag mandate, I would nctunUy bs lees likaly to mnke an inveabncnt in DN-capable receiver8 and other 
equipment I will not pay more for device8 thnt bdt my +t# at the behelt of Hollywood Heme do not mandate broadoamt flee 
technology for d@td televimon Thnnk you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

A r h  Kulp 
705 7th Ave 
C o d d e .  IA 52241 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communicatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposnlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d l g h l  televlslon AS B 

consumer and cklren. I feel strongly that such 0 pollcy would be bad b r  Innovation, consumer rlghtr. and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltke market tor ConSumer elsctronlcr must be rooted In manuhctunn' abllky to Innovate b r  thelr 
cunomen Ailowlng movle studMs to veto teaturer el DN-receptlon equlpmsnt wlll enable the rtudlor to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result in praductr that don't necesmlly reflect what conrumen ilke me 
actually want. and It could result In me being charged more money tor Inferlor functlonaltly 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlces that llmn my rlghta at the behest o? Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely. 

Adam Debus 
5001 College St SE, Apt C201 
Lacey, WA 98503 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons C o m s s i o n  
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposlhon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag' technology for d ~ g d  
television. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a poLcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulmnate adopuon of DTV. 

A robust, compeubve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ab&ty to movate  for 
theu customers. AUowng mome studlos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll  enable the ~ ~ d i o s  to 
tell technolopsts what new products they CUI create. ' h s  wll result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hh me actudywant, and it could rasult rn me b&g charged more money for mfenor 
funcuondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctudly be less Lhly to m& an rnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wdl not pay more for devlces that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tcdrnology for dlptd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Mnrk McCormick 
2008 J u d h  St 
San Franusco, CA 94122 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Comss ione r  Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

1 am w t m g  to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcast flag" technology for 
telewsion. As a developer of HDTV tffhnology, a consumer and amen, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould 
be bad for mnovabon, consumer n&ts, and the ultunate adophon of DTV. 

I work at a company that makes HDTV &pi, so I see HDTV technology around me dl day. I've evm amtten 
code that unplements HDTV copy protechon (DTCP). I hive access to dl the speaficatrons and t e h c a l  d e d s  
of what wdl be mandated m d  I CM see that it wdl only hurt the consumer. We need more openness tll this 
marketplace. Everyone is already paranoid to q n c w  thurg because "Hollpood' m&t crack down on them. I 
am worned about the h'mre of my company if this broadcast flag 1s mandated. If there is no need to mnovate 
then we may as well just watt for some offshore company to s t a r t  cheaply mass produang our TV &ps--we only 
stay on top of the NNE by mnovnnng md if that 18 tpken away then we are already dead. I feel that HDTV 
idophon is already on shaky ground and any more obstacles anll severely hurt the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag 15 IS going to turn our T V s  mto gjonfied mone theaters, where we anll not be able to record 
anythmg for later mewing and wen then we might huve to puy just to watch a TV show twice. I know h s  
because compmes have already asked us about m h g  our products capable of t h i s  hnd of madness. I do 
everythmg in my power to squelch requests like these, but if the FCC sets the precedent by mmdaung h r  
broadcast flag i t  wll  be impossible. Innovahoni such PI Two 4 have such marrive restnchons placed on them 
that they wdl have barely any value. 

A robust, cornpeatwe market for consumer electronics must be rooted m mmuficturers' b h t y  to innovate for 
their customers. ALlowmg mome stud~os to veto ferturss of DTV-reception equpment d l  anable the 5 h l d i 0 5  to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they CM create. 
what consumers like me ic tudy  wmf and I t  could result m me bang charged more money for infenor 
funchondty. 

If the FCC issues 2 brodcast flag mandate, I would PCNPUY be less hkdy to make an investment tll DTV-capable 
receivers md other equpment. I w d  not pay more for devices that h i t  my nghts at the behest of Hollpood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Dawd C d & d  
10421 Lmpson Ave 
Garden Grove, CA 92840 
USA 

d result in products thnt  don't necessmly reflect 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  telwlslon As E 

consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwstlon, consumer rlghts end the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, cornpetltbe m a r k t  for eoniumer electronlcr must be rooted In manulscturers' ablllty to Innovate ?or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle StudlOS to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlm 
what new product9 they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlcrlorfunctlonrllty 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata. I would aeually be leas Ilkely to mike an Investment In DW-capable r e e e b n  
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more ?or devlces that llmtl my rlghts at the behest of Hollymod Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  televlrlon. Think you for your tlrne 

Slncerely 

Rodney Mach 
9605 Harbour Cove 
Ypsllantl, MI 48197 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Gommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commloslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptbn of "broedcastflag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon PW a 
consumer and cltlzen, IfWd strongly that such a policy wuuld be bad for innomtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmete 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturera ab l l y  to Innovate for thelr 
eustornen Allowing movle studloi to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Sudlos to tell technologlSh 
what new produek they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what eonsumen I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor lunctlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Plea88 do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal tdevlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Ben Ceschl 
33lnyo Clrcle 
Novato, CA 94947 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commwcabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael C o p s ,  

I am wamg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for dgtd 
telensmn. As a consumer and amen,  I feel strongly that such a pokcywould be bad for innovation, conrumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacmrcrs' abihty to lnnovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stuchos to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment wll  enable the studor to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. ' I I U s  d result m products thut  don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could rssult m me being charged more money for rnfenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le55 likely to make an mveshnent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for dences that Lmit my nghtr i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgitd tclevlsion. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Karl J , Smith 
12525 SW Foothlll Dr 
Portland, OR 97225 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federd Communicabons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast flag" technology for cLgd 
television. As a consumer and ahzrn, I feel strongjy that such a poky would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, compebhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturesr' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the stucLos to 
tell technoloasts what new products hey can create. T t u s  will result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could result in me being charged more money for mfenor 
funcbondiy. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to mah an ylvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d  not pay more for devices that k t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate brondcacart flag technology for cLgta.l television. Thank you for p u r  hme. 

Sincerely, 

patnck grolemund 
34 Laura Dnve 
Sandy Lake, PA 16145 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

CommirrdDm Michael J Coppi 
Federnl Communication, Cornmisoion 
445 12th SheCf Nw 
WaBhhgbIl, D c 10554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I em w r i h  to v i c e  my opporition to my FCC-mandated adoption of 'rbroadcw !la# tcch?iology for d@td tclevirion As a c o m e r  
and citkek I feel strongly that such a palicy would be bad far innOvatia& camumer n&h. and &e ultimate adoption of D N  

A rabusf competitive market for c o m e r  elcctronici muit be rooted in manufacturern' ability to innavatc for their cultomem .Allowing 
movie sfildios to veto feature# of IYTY.receptinn equipment dl a b l e  the rmdioi to tell technologirti whnt new produoto they can 
create ? l i s  will reiult in producu thnt don? neceimrily rnflcct whnt connunern like mc d y  want, and it could renrlt in mc being 
charged more money for hfcrior funotiodty 

If the FCC isruei a broadcart flag mnndute. I would actunlly be him liLsly to mnke nn inveltment m DTV-capable recdvsn nnd other 
equipment I will not pay more for devicer that limit my r$tn st the behert of Hollywood P h e  do not m&te tunaondcaat Q 
technology for digital television Tiwnk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Matt simpson 
41  16 Lcnox Pnrk Circle 
Atlanta, (3A 303 I9 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 i2th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrklng to volce my opposRlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast rlag" technology for d lgh l  telwlslon As B 

consumer and ctlzen. I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Inncmtlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compedbe market ror consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuiacturen' ablltty to Innmate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studloa to veto features or DW-reeeptbn equlpment wlll enable the dudlos to tell technologlsk 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In pmducb that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for InhrlortunctlonalHy 

I? the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandata I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  dwlces that llmh my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do n d  mandate 
broadcast flag technology b r  d lgh l  televlslon Thank you b r  your tlma 

Slncerely 

Sean Loulsln 
51 Woodmark Run 
Gahanna, OH 43230 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communicatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to mice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltnl televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for InnorPtlon. consumer rlgha, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robud, cornpetkve market for consumer electrnnlcs m u d  be rooted In manuhcturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto (eatures el DN-receptbn equlprnent wlll enable the studios to tell teehnologhts 
what new produets they can create Thls wlll result In product9 that don't neccssarlly reflect what consumen Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcas that llmR my r lghh et tha behest of Hollywand Please do not mandate 
broadcast fiag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Rlchard Soderberg 
353 Blackstone St 
Sprlngfleld, OR 97477 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "braadcast flag" technology for d Q b \  televlslon As a 
consumer snd ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwatton, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlthle market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltty to lnnwatc for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo$ to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlstP 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually wont, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehgrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmil my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Jesse Welnsteln 
1851 S Steams Dr 
Loo Angeles, CA 90035 
USA 


